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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT G T
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLLINOIS Wc . ;\
WESTERN DIVISION K oo
Tn re: ’{;’ P
WILLTIAM JEFFERY KARLOVIC Case No. 01-74328 S
BETH ELENI KARLOVIC
Debtors.
Judge Manuel Barbosa
IRA BODENSTEIN,
United States Trustee
Plaintiff, Adversary No. 02A7006
VS,

TAUHIDAH ¥. EL-AMIN,

Defendant.

TO: Thomas P. Walz, bisq.
Office of the United States Trustee
780 Regent Street, Suite 304
Madison, W1 53715

NOTICE OF FILING
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Defendant , Tauhidah F. El-Amin, d/b/a Amicus
Curiae Paralegal Services, has filed Defendant’s ANSWER TO COMPLAINT
AGAINST PETITION PREPARER FOR INJUNCTIVE AND OTHER RELIEF with
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the clerk of the court, a copy of which is attached.
DATED: February 15, 2002

Respectfully submitted,

Tl F L

TAUHIDAIIF. EL-AMIN
d/b/a Amicus Curiae Paralegal Services

Tn Pro Se
540 15" Avenue
Rockford, llinois 61104
(815) 963-3380
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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT o, 5@
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF [LLINOIS s,
WESTERN DIVISION G
In re:
WILLIAM JEFFERY KARLOVIC Case No. 01-74328
BETH ELENI KARLOVIC
Debtors.
Judge Manuel Barbosa
IRA BODENSTEIN,
United States Trustec
Plaintiff, Adversary No. 02A7006
VS,
TAUHIDAH F. EL-AMIN,
Pefendant.

ANSWER TO COMPLAINT AGAINST
PETITION PREPARER FOR
INJUNCTIVE AND OTHER RELIEF

COMES NOW THE DEFENDANT, TAUHIDAH F. EL-AMIN, d/b/a Amicus

Curiae Paralegal Services, and answers the Plainti(f's Complaint as follows:

PARTIES, JURISDICTION AND VENUE

1.  Defendant admits the allegations contained in paragraph 1 of the

Complaint.

2. Defendant admits the allegations contained in paragraph 2 of the

Complaint.
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Complaint.
4,
Complaint,
5,
Compilaint.
6,

Complaint,

7.
Complaint.

8.

Defendant admits that she is not supervised by an attorney. Except as expressly admitted,

Defendant admits the allegations contained in paragraph 3 of the

Defendant admits the allegations contained in paragraph 4 of the

Defendant admits the allegations contained in paragraph 5 of the

Defendant admits the allegations contained in paragraph 6 of the

BACKGROUND FACTS

Defendant admits the allegations contained in paragraph 7 of the

Answering the allegations contained in paragraph 8 of the Complaint,

Defendant denies each and every of the remaining allegations contained therein.

9,
Complaint.
10.
Complaint.
11.
Complaint.
12.
Complaint.
13.

Complaint.

14.

Complaint.

Defendant admits the allegations contained in paragraph 9 of the

Defendant admits the allegations contained in paragraph 10 of the

Defendant admits the allegations contained in paragraph 11 of the

Defendant admits the allegations contained in paragraph 12 of the

Defendant admits the allegations contained in paragraph 13 of the

THE KARLOVIC CASE

Defendant admits the allegations contained in paragraph 14 of the



15,  Defendant admits the allegations contained in paragraph 15 of the
Complaint.

16.  Answering the allegations contained in paragraph 16 of the Complaint,
Defendant admits that the Debtors complain that she didn’t explain anything to them, and
would not answer any of their questions. [xcept as expressly admitted, Defendant denies
each and every of the remaining allegations contained therein.

17.  Answering the allegations contained in paragraph 17 of the Complaint,
Defendant admits that the Schedule “B™ she prepared does not list an all-terrain vehicle,
but that the omission was due to the fact that the Debtors did not list the vehicle on their
questionnaire. Except as expressly admitted, Defendant lacks sufficient information or
belief to admit or deny the remaining allegations and on this basis denies each and every
of the remaining allegations contained therein,

18.  Answering the allegations contained in paragraph 18 of the Complaint,
Defendant admits that the Schedule “F” which she prepared did not list addresses for
some of the creditors, and that some of the addresses were also not listed on the creditor
matrix, but that at the time the Debtors’ petition was filed, the Debtors did not have the
missing addresses and were unable to supply them to Defendant for inclusion on the
petition. Defendant also admits that the Trustee instructed the Debtors to provide the
missing addresses, and that the Debtors came to her office following the creditor meeting
to discuss the problem, but that subsequently the Debtors provided her with the missing
addresses, and the schedule and matrix were amended to include them. Except as
expressly admitted, Delendant denies each and every of the remaining allcgations
contained therein.

19.  Answering the allegations contained in paragraph 19 of the Complaint,
Defendant admits that during the Debtors’ first meeting with her, Mr. Karlovic indicated
that he didn’t think his student loans were dischargeable, and suggested that they not be
listed on the schedules, but that after his creditor meeting, he decided he ought to list the

student loans to see if they would in fact be discharged. Defendant also admits that she




was instructed by Mr. Karlovic to omit the student loans from the schedules. Defendant
further admits that she subscquently listed the student loan creditors on an amended
Schedule “F” at Mr. Karlovic’s request, but did not provide addresses for the creditors
because Mr. Karlovic did not have them, and directed her to file the amended schedule
without them. Iixcept as expressly admitted, Defendant denies each and every of the
remaining allegations contained therein,

20.  Answering the allegations contained in paragraph 20 of the Complaint,
Defendant admits that the Debtors gave her $200.00 in cash for their filing fee and filed
the bankruptcy papers with the court for them, but that Iebtors insisted that she take the
cash because they did not have the time 10 get a money order, and the papers needed to be
filed immediately. Except as expressly admitted, Defendant denies each and every of the
remaining allegations contained therein.

21, Defendant admits the allegations contained in paragraph 21 of the
Complaint, but that the omissions were due to an inadvertent oversight by Defendant in
rushing to complete the Debtors’ petition. Additionally, this was the only time that
Defendant failed to make the required disclosures in her filings with the court.

22.  Answering the allegations contained in paragraph 22 of the Complaint,
Defendant admits that her acceptance of cash for the filing fee and failure to make certain
disclosures may be found to be contrary 1o Section 110 of the Bankruptcy Code, but may
be excusable under the circumstances. Except as expressly admitted, Defendant denies

each and every of the remaining allegations contained therein.

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEVENSE

23.  The Complaint fails to state facts sufficient to constitute a ¢laim upon
which relief may be granted.
SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
24, Defendant has not engaged in the unlawful practice of law.

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

25.  Defendant has not engaged in fraudulent, unfair or deceptive conduct,













